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1. Call to Order

A meeting of the MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee was conducted on
February 26, 2009.  John Kross, Town of Queen Creek, Chair, called the meeting to order at
approximately 1:34 p.m. Jamie McCullough, City of El Mirage; Jim Weiss, City of Chandler; Greg
Edwards, City of Mesa; Chris Horan, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community; and Antonio
DeLaCruz, City of Surprise, attended the meeting via telephone conference call. 

2. Call to the Audience

Mr. Kross stated that, according to the MAG public comment process, members of the audience who
wish to speak are requested to fill out comment cards, which are available on the tables adjacent to the
doorways inside the meeting room.  Citizens are asked not to exceed a three minute time period for
their comments.  Public comment is provided at the beginning of the meeting for nonagenda items and
nonaction agenda items.  He noted that no public comment cards had been received.  

3. Approval of the January 29, 2009 Meeting Minutes

The Committee reviewed the minutes from the January 29, 2009 meeting.  Russell Bowers, Arizona
Rock Products Association, moved and Doug Kukino, City of Glendale, seconded and the motion to
approve the January 29, 2009 meeting minutes carried unanimously.

4. Request for Project Changes From Phoenix

Eileen Yazzie, Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG), provided an overview of the request
for project changes from the City of Phoenix.  She stated that she would give an explanation of the
current Draft MAG Transportation Program Principles and how they relate to the requested project
change.  Ms. Yazzie added that Chris Turner-Noteware, Transportation Engineer for the City of
Phoenix, was present to help answer any technical questions regarding the project.  She mentioned that
MAG staff and the transportation programming committees have been working in the past year to
revise the programming principles for transportation projects.  She noted that the MAG transportation
programming committees include the Transportation Review Committee, Management Committee,
Transportation Policy Committee, and Regional Council as well as working groups.  Ms. Yazzie
indicated that one of the principles discusses making an adjustment to a project that is currently
programmed and federally funded.  She added that if the city needs to make an adjustment to the
project, the project would go back to the technical advisory committee that initially recommended the
project to be programmed and subsequently, continue through the MAG Transportation Programming
Committee Process.  Ms. Yazzie mentioned that if a Bike/Pedestrian project with Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) funding programmed needs an adjustment, it would
be heard at the Bike/Pedestrian Technical Advisory Committee as well as Intelligent Transportation
Systems (ITS) projects would be heard at the ITS Committee.  She stated that the Transportation
Review Committee relies on the technical advisory committees to help make recommendations.  

Ms. Yazzie referred to the handout provided to the Committee for Agenda Item #4.  She stated that
the Phoenix projects were originally programmed as part of the measure, MAG Allocate Additional
Five Million Dollars in FY 2007 Federal Funds for Paving Dirt Roads and Shoulders, in the MAG
2007 Five Percent Plan for PM-10.  Ms. Yazzie added that the time frame for MAG to receive the
project applications was extremely short.  She mentioned that the City of Phoenix originally submitted
the application as a package which included shoulders and roads and requested a total amount.  Ms.
Yazzie stated that MAG staff recommended splitting the amounts for the projects.  She indicated that
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the City was at a pre-design phase when the application was completed and it estimated the
transportation costs.  Ms. Yazzie stated that the project is currently moving forward and the cost
estimates are now different.  She indicated that the road portion will require more funds than the
shoulder project.  Ms. Yazzie mentioned that the City of Phoenix is requesting an adjustment to the
CMAQ programmed dollar amounts per project.  She added that the total amount would remain the
same; however, Phoenix is seeking to shift funds from one project to the other. The funds are available
at this time.  Joe Gibbs, City of Phoenix, stated that the request is a minor adjustment.

Mr. Kross inquired about the thresholds that trigger the Committee to review a change to a particular
project.  Ms. Yazzie responded that the projects have to be programmed and requested by the lead
agency that is sponsoring the project.  She indicated that the threshold would be minor changes.  Ms.
Yazzie added that if there are major changes to a project, the agency may be asked to reconsider the
project.  

Mr. Kross called for a motion to recommend approval of the Phoenix project changes which are part
of an air quality measure and forward the revised CMAQ evaluation based on the project changes to
the MAG Transportation Review Committee.  Dave Berry, Arizona Motor Transport Association,
moved and Jim Nichols, City of Goodyear, seconded and the motion carried unanimously.  

Mr. Bowers noted that according to the CMAQ Annual Report, $25 million worth of projects have no
PM-10 benefit, $11 million resulted in only twelve kilograms of PM-10 reduction per day, and $36
million was spent for less than twelve kilograms per day.   

5. Overview of the Maricopa County Dust Control Program

Lawrence Odle, Maricopa County Air Quality Department, provided an overview of the Maricopa
County Air Quality Control Program.  He stated that he has been with the agency for a few months and
some changes have been made in policies and directions.  Mr. Odle added that the program overview
would include the agency reorganization, Maricopa County Commitments in the Five Percent Plan for
PM-10, plan progress and preliminary observations.  Mr. Odle presented a reorganization chart for the
Maricopa County Air Quality Department.  He mentioned that the entire Department has been divided
into six basic divisions and organized so that all functional parts of the program are in the same
division.  Mr. Odle stated that Dennis Dickerson has been hired as the new ombudsman, and Kathleen
Sommer was transferred to assist Mr. Dickerson.  Mr. Odle added that this new area will be assisting
the stakeholders in complying with the regulations.  

Mr. Odle mentioned that some of the commitments that the Maricopa County Air Quality Department
has made in the Five Percent Plan include expanding outreach and public education.  Mr. Odle added
that the commitments also include training on basic and comprehensive dust control as well as dust
control training videos for the cities.  He indicated that the Department also agreed to a subcontractor
registration program.  Mr. Odle stated that there have also been revisions to Rules 300, 310, 310.01,
314 and Rule 316.  He commented on ordinances for off-highway vehicles, leaf blowers, and vehicle
use on vacant lots.  He also mentioned revisions to the residential wood burning ordinance. 

Mr. Odle stated that the Maricopa County Commitments in the Five Percent Plan include development
of an after hour inspection and surveillance program and vacant lot procedures for implementation of
on-call stabilization services.  Mr. Odle indicated that there will also be mobile monitoring to measure
PM-10.  In addition, the County will also create a fund for paving/stabilizing in high pollution areas,
enhance enforcement of trespass ordinances/codes, and model cumulative impacts.   
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Mr. Odle discussed the progress the Maricopa County Air Quality Department has made toward its
commitments in the Five Percent Plan.  He stated that the County has initiated a major comprehensive
outreach campaign.  He added that the previous slogan “Running out of Air” has been changed to
“Clean Air Make More.”  Mr. Odle noted that the focus is on positive conduct that can be directed
toward good change.  He stated that the County has increased advertising in television, radio,
billboards and the website.  He mentioned the PSAs and indicated that the Maricopa County Air
Quality Department is expanding the city-town council outreach program.  Mr. Odle commented on
the Clean Air Commitment Program and stated that Maricopa County currently has over 4,000 sign-
ups in the program.  He stated that the County has an advanced newsletter program and recently
conducted a collaborative workshop forum.  Mr. Odle added that the workshop was held in order to
ask the cities and towns how the County could assist them with the programs.  He indicated that 55
people were present at the workshop representing over 25 entities and agencies.  Mr. Odle noted that
approximately 75 ideas and recommendations were received at the workshop.  He mentioned that these
workshops will be successful in helping the County provide funds and assistance to the cities and
towns. 

Mr. Odle discussed the Maricopa County Air Quality Department staffing commitments.  He stated
that the staffing commitments were to hire 51 inspectors and seven supervisors.  Mr. Odle added that
the County hired 50 inspectors and seven supervisors by July 1, 2008.  He mentioned that the
Department currently has 52 inspectors and six supervisors and issued 4,204 dust control permits in
2008.  Mr. Odle indicated that the Department has hired over 91 different staff in less than one year;
however, there was recently a reduction in force where 52 positions were lost.  He added that he does
not believe the staffing loss will inhibit the County’s ability to be successful as it moves forward in
the future.  

Mr. Odle discussed the progress made to Rules 310, 310.01, and 316, based on limited data.  He
indicated that for Rule 310, permitted dust generating operations, the number of inspections has
increased and the compliance rate has improved from 60 to 87 percent between 2007 and 2008.  Mr.
Odle stated that for Rule 310.01, non-permitted and non-traditional dust generating operations, the
compliance rate has improved from 90 to 93 percent.  He noted that the County is also increasing the
number of inspections on the sources.  

Mr. Odle mentioned that based on a limited database, Rule 316 for nonmetallic mineral processing
activities has seen a decrease in the compliance rate from approximately 44 to 17 percent.  He added
that there has been an increase in the number of inspections for Rule 316.  Mr. Odle commented on
the policy issues for Rule 316.  He stated that the numbers are accurate; however, it may not be the
complete story since there may be sources that are included in the data that may not be subject to Rule
316.  Mr. Odle noted that this issue is currently under review by the Maricopa County Air Quality
Department and is expected to be fixed within the next two to six months. 

Mr. Odle discussed the increase in training.  He stated that as of February 13, 2009, the Maricopa
County Air Quality Department had 5,115 subcontractors registered.  Mr. Odle indicated that the
County also began Train the Trainer classes.  He mentioned that previously, the County had agreed
not to provide training to the cities since the policy was to allow training to occur through the industry
trainers; however, some of the cities and towns could not afford it.  Therefore, it was decided
unanimously at the workshop that the County would provide training free to the cities and towns.  Mr.
Odle commented that rule revisions have been completed for Rules 310, 310.01, 314, and Rule 316.
He added that the Maricopa County Air Quality Department anticipates additional changes for some
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of these rules in the future which are currently being reviewed by the County.  Mr. Odle noted that the
County has also adopted four ordinances. 

Mr. Odle mentioned the economy and stated that there are some impacts to the program.  He added
that there has been a ten percent decrease in dust permits which cover 20 percent less acreage between
2007 and 2008.  Mr. Odle indicated that in 2008, the County had the lowest number of dust permits
issued in the last five years and there were approximately one-third less dust permits over one-half less
acreage from 2007 to the present.  He commented that the numbers may now be different from when
the Five Percent Plan was completed.  He presented a graph that showed the number of dust control
permits that have been issued by the County.  Mr. Odle stated that one-third of dust inspections
resulted in violations.  He added that over one-fourth of Non Title V sources inspected exhibited some
type of violation.  Mr. Odle indicated that 70 percent of the Title V sources inspected resulted in some
type of violation.  He mentioned that the County only inspected the Title V sources once every two
years.  Mr. Odle noted that the County can improve compliance rates as well as its relationship with
the stakeholders that the County is permitting. 

Mr. Odle discussed the issue of backlogs.  He stated that the County has a backlog of 1,500
enforcement cases.  Mr. Odle indicated that it is a top priority to eliminate this backlog.  He added that
there is also a backlog of 350 permit applications which is up to four years.  Mr. Odle stated that he
expects half of these applications to be completed by June 30, 2009.  He indicated that there is also
a backlog of 4,873 dust inspections and 5,529 vacant lot inspections.  Mr. Odle mentioned that the
County believes it can still meet the Five Percent Plan commitments between now and June 30, 2009.
He presented the twelve PM-10 exceedances that occurred in 2008.  Mr. Odle added that the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) is in the process of preparing and submitting its
exceptional events policy to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and many of these
exceedances may be exceptional events.  He indicated that the County has established a task force to
perform comprehensive coordinated inspections and enforcement in specified areas within a one-half
and one mile radius of each air monitoring site with PM exceedances in the past three years.  Mr. Odle
stated that the Maricopa County Air Quality Department is focusing on thorough and detailed
inspections around those areas in order to see what can be controlled.  He added that the County
believes that a portion of the particulates are localized in terms of impacting the stations. 

Mr. Odle stated that the County is initiating a preventative triage approach.  He added that the
Maricopa County Air Quality Department will be watching the particulate levels in areas as they
increase on a real time basis.  Mr. Odle indicated that if the particulate levels reach a certain point, the
County will send inspectors to the sources that are causing the levels to increase and cease those
operations immediately.  He presented an aerial photograph that showed plumes from two different
sources that were directly up wind from an air monitoring station.  He added that the monitoring
station was being bombarded by the sources on a continuous basis.  Mr. Odle stated that the County
needs to be able to identify that kind of activity and stop it.  

Mr. Odle mentioned that the Maricopa County Air Quality Department is developing an active training
program for interested cities.  He indicated that the County is looking to expand intergovernmental
agreements with interested cities to assist in dust related inspections.  He commented on the successful
program with the City of Scottsdale.  Mr. Odle stated that the County is also developing an Assistant
Inspector Program.  He indicated that County staff in the field will be trained to perform visual
inspections that can be counted toward the inspection program and improve the efficiency of staff
coverage.  Mr. Odle also mentioned that mobile monitoring will be performed in the near future.  He
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indicated that the County has taken ownership of the air monitoring vehicle and will have an open
house in the near future.  Mr. Odle added that the mobile monitoring  will focus on ambient monitoring
activities and training activities in the first year. 

Mr. Odle stated that the County is in the process of establishing a SEP fund for stabilizing high
pollution areas around the air monitoring sites that have demonstrated exceedances.  He added that the
penalty funds will be utilized.  He mentioned prioritizing based on the monitoring sites and city needs.
Mr. Odle indicated that No Burn Days have also been established on High Pollution Advisory days
which is a new policy for the County.  Mr. Odle stated that the Maricopa County Air Quality
Department will be utilizing an aerial inspection program on High Pollution Advisory days.  He added
that the County is using this program to recognize the sources when there is a violation of the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) on the High Pollution Advisory days.  Mr. Odle stated that
he has two goals: 1) to improve customer service; and 2) reduce the number of days that the region
exceeds the standards.  He added that everything the Maricopa County Air Quality Department does
will be focused around these two goals.  

Mr. Odle stated that the County also implemented an expansion program at interested agencies and
selected stationary sources to create awareness and alert of daily air quality conditions.  Mr. Odle
indicated that this program is an asthma coalition flag program which was started at some schools.
He commented that one of the problems found at the stationary sources was that many of the violations
were coming from employees and subcontractors being careless, not necessarily due to conscious
activities.  Mr. Odle mentioned that the County is asking for participation in the FLAG program which
will coordinate with the Air Quality Index.  He stated that a red flag indicates that the region is
exceeding the standard; therefore, everyone will need to be cautious on that day.  Mr. Odle added that
several sources have indicated their willingness to participate in this program since it will alert the
employees that the County will be out enforcing on that day and to be extra careful.  

Mr. Odle commented that the County instituted a policy where a maximum penalty will be given to
sources that are caught with an emissions exceedance on a day when the region is violating the health
based standard, which jeopardizes transportation funds.  He indicated that the County will be
conducting vacant lot inspection sweeps multiple times during the remainder of the fiscal year.  Mr.
Odle also mentioned the We Care Program.  He stated that the program has two forms; one form will
provide commendations about the performance and the other will provide comments on suggested
program changes and complaints.  Mr. Odle noted that the forms have been provided to the Committee
and will be distributed at the time of a violation.  

Mr. Odle presented a picture of the downtown Phoenix area in January 2009.  Mr. Odle mentioned that
the photo was taken on a day when the monitors did not exhibit a problem in the region.  He indicated
that the County is focusing on reducing the number of days that exceed the standard.  He discussed the
importance of clean air to the region and encouraged everyone to be cognizant of all the issues that
need to be addressed.  Mr. Odle stated that the County will be conducting a rule effectiveness study
with a larger database this summer.  He added that the Maricopa County Air Quality Department
welcomes any new recommendations, ideas or concerns about the program.  Mr. Odle indicated that
the County is expecting to have an advisory committee in place before the end of the year to serve as
a forum to review rules, regulations and policy issues before the items are brought to the public.   

Mr. Bowers inquired about the January 2009 picture.  Mr. Odle responded that the picture is showing
particulates.  He added that he wanted an aerial tour of the entire County to get an idea about what is
being asked of the inspectors and determine the activities that are an issue.  Mr. Odle mentioned that
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some of the stories that he heard where opposite to what he observed in the air.  Mr. Odle stated that
a problem he did notice was storage piles.  He added that the picture was taken on a light wind day.
Mr. Odle commented on the particulates in the picture to some extent coming from the roadway, cars
driving early in the morning along the roads pulling up the dirt.  Mr. Bowers commented on the
direction of the picture and stated that particulates can be liquid.  Mr. Odle responded that the picture
is not showing fog. 

Mark Hajduk, Arizona Public Service Company, inquired if aerial inspections will be used for
compliance or just as a tool to identify possible violators which would be followed by an inspection.
Mr. Odle responded the program would be used as a tool to identify possible violators.  He added that
aerial inspections will not be conducted on a daily basis.  Mr. Odle indicated that the region does have
days that are highly suspected to exceed the standard.  He stated that if there is a problem with a
source, the County will be able to call an enforcement officer to go out to the source and take care of
the issue.  Mr. Odle commented that the process requires that the County go through a lot of
procedures in order to inspect a source and that will not change.  

Mr. Gibbs commended the County on its radio advertisements.  Mr. Odle stated that Holly Ward,
Maricopa County Air Quality Department, was responsible for the change in the campaign.  He
commented on the Running Out of Air Campaign being negative and stated that the County wanted
to turn the campaign around to be a positive statement and encourage positive conduct.  Mr. Bowers
commented that the triage approach around the monitors is a positive step and will be very helpful. 

Mr. Kross commented on reductions in force.  He inquired if those positions were inspectors.  Mr.
Odle replied no and stated that the County lost four dust supervisors.  He added that the County
reduced the ratio of supervisors to subordinate staff.  Mr. Odle commented on the ratio and mentioned
that the Maricopa County Air Quality Department did not need to have that ratio of supervisor activity.
He stated that even though the County lost staff, the coverage will remain the same.  Mr. Odle
mentioned that he has spoken with EPA on the issue and the feeling is that the County’s commitment
to hire 51 people was met with the exception of one less inspector.  He indicated that it is his belief
that the County efforts will be successful due to the policy directions.  

Mr. Kross inquired if the County is anticipating any further reductions for the next fiscal year.  Mr.
Odle responded that on his second day on the job, he was given a $5.5 million budget deficit for the
remainder of this year and as a consequence, a hiring freeze was implemented.  He added that the
hiring freeze allowed the County to only riff ten filled positions.  Mr. Odle mentioned that during that
time period, the County was able to look at the policies and the organizational activities and put
together a plan that brought them into a balanced budget for the remainder of this year and next year.
He commented that if the staff does what is expected of them between now and the end of next year,
another riff will not be necessary.  Mr. Odle indicated that the County has a very good and precise plan
in place.  He stated that all staff vacation, flex-time schedules and ability to work from home has been
suspended for the next six weeks.   Mr. Odle added that all staff is on eight hour shifts.  He mentioned
that data is being gathered during these six weeks in order to determine whether the County needs to
move forward in another direction.  Mr. Odle commented that his expectation is that at the end of this
period, the data will keep them “in the black” through next year. 

Amanda McGennis, Associated General Contractors, commended the County on its efforts.  She
suggested that the County consider a way to delineate violations such as trackout versus administrative
violations.  Ms. McGennis added that people are pleased that their sites are clean; however, they are
still receiving record violations.  She indicated that distinguishing the difference between the two types
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of violations would show an improvement when it comes to the actual emission reductions.  Mr. Odle
thanked Ms. McGennis for her suggestion and stated that he will have the County look into the issue
further.  Mr. Kross thanked Mr. Odle for the presentation.  He referred to a speech given by Dr.
Michael Crow regarding the top issues affecting the region.  Mr. Kross indicated that air quality was
high on the list.  He also thanked Mr. Odle for the training and outreach programs for the cities and
towns. 

6. Proposed Strawman Option for a Revised Eight-Hour Ozone Nonattainment Area Boundary

Lindy Bauer, MAG, provided an overview of the Proposed Strawman Option for a Revised Eight-Hour
Ozone Nonattainment Area Boundary.  She stated that ADEQ began a stakeholder process in February
2009 in order to determine where the boundaries should be set for the new eight-hour ozone standard.
Ms. Bauer added that the eight-hour ozone standard was strengthen by EPA in March 2008.  She
indicated that the Governor is required to make a recommendation on the boundary by
March 12, 2009.  Ms. Bauer mentioned that ADEQ conducted stakeholder meetings where it presented
a Strawman Option for everyone to review and submit comments.  She noted that the Strawman
Option along with a memorandum describing the process was sent to the Committee in the agenda
packet.  The ADEQ has indicated that very little has changed since the boundary was last established
in 2004.  

Ms. Bauer stated that ADEQ is proposing to expand the eight-hour ozone nonattainment boundary
minimally.  She mentioned that the Strawman Option expands the current boundary to include the new
Harquahala Power Generating Station to the west.  She noted that generating stations are generally
major sources and the nonattainment boundary is supposed to include major sources and monitors that
have violations.  Ms. Bauer indicated that the Strawman Option would also expand the boundary to
include the Gila River Power Station near the Town of Gila Bend as well as the Salt River Project
(SRP) planned Abel Facility to the southeast.  She mentioned that the SRP Abel Facility is not built;
however, it is a planned facility.  Ms. Bauer added  that the Strawman Option would also include the
Queen Valley monitor.  She stated that this monitor was placed by ADEQ to measure transport and
is in rugged terrain where biogenic activity is also likely contributing to the exceedances of the
standard at this monitor.

Ms. Bauer stated that ADEQ also looked at the Tonto National Monument monitor just east of the
current boundary.  She added that the monitor is located in the Tonto National Forest and is exceeding
the standard at .078 parts per million.  Ms. Bauer mentioned that ADEQ did not include this monitor
in the Strawman Option since there is nothing in the area to control that would stop the exceedances.
Ms. Bauer stated that if the sources within the Strawman Option are controlled, then the region could
move toward attainment status.  She added that currently eight of the 20 monitors are meeting the .075
parts per million ozone standard, which means twelve of the monitors are in violation.  The region is
therefore not meeting the new standard.  Ms. Bauer indicated that she appreciates ADEQ conducting
the stakeholder meetings.  She mentioned that this information was presented to the MAG
Management Committee on February 11, 2009.  Ms. Bauer stated that the Strawman Option was also
presented to the MAG Regional Council on February 25, 2009 where it took action to support the
addition of the mentioned areas to the boundary.  She indicated that the MAG Air Quality Technical
Advisory Committee had its last meeting on January 29, 2009.  Ms. Bauer stated that ADEQ
conducted the stakeholder meetings in February and she was encouraged to see that many of the
Committee members were present at the meetings.  She added that the deadline for submitting



-9-

comments to ADEQ was today, February 26, 2009.  Ms. Bauer noted that MAG took the information
from ADEQ and has provided it to the member agencies. 

Mr. Bowers inquired about who would enforce the regulations at Four Peaks, Sunflower, Cottonwood
Wash and Sycamore Creek where people go to hunt and recreate.  He mentioned that the areas are
remote.  Mr. Bowers asked who would go out to these areas and issue a Notice of Violation to
someone with a campfire.  Jo Crumbaker, Maricopa County Air Quality Department, responded that
the County rules already apply to any area inside the Maricopa County boundary.   She stated that the
Strawman Option does not represent a change from the existing policy for those activities.  Ms.
Crumbaker added that the enforcement program also has not changed.  Mr. Bowers inquired about the
policy for somebody with a campfire.  Diane Arnst, ADEQ, responded that the state law has exceptions
for different types of activities such as ceremonial fires and certain barbecues.  Ms. Crumbaker stated
that there may be Forest Service regulations during the fire season that may prevent campfires.  She
added that Rule 314 has exemptions for recreational burning.  Ms. Crumbaker commented that
Maricopa County has not identified the areas mentioned as a problem but should the County become
aware of something that would trigger its interest, the County would then proceed.  

Ms. Arnst reminded the Committee that the boundary is the Governor’s recommendation.  She added
that ADEQ will send a technical support document to the Governor consolidating the input from the
comments.  Ms. Arnst indicated that ADEQ has received one comment to her knowledge.

7. CMAQ Annual Report

Dean Giles, MAG, provided a briefing on the 2008 Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Improvement Annual Report.  He stated that the federal CMAQ program guidance requires that the
states produce an annual report that specifies how CMAQ funds have been spent and the expected air
quality benefits.  Mr. Giles noted that a copy of the annual report was mailed out to the members of
the Committee and a copy has also been provided at each place.  He added that the report was
produced in cooperation with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT).  The data for
calculating the estimated air quality benefits was originally provided by the MAG member agencies
when calculating the CMAQ emission reductions for the programming process.  Mr. Giles mentioned
that the annual report includes the project description, the cost in terms of CMAQ funding requested,
and the estimated air quality benefits per day for volatile organic compounds (VOCs), carbon
monoxide (CO), nitrogen oxide (NOx) and PM-10.  He indicated that for PM-10 related projects such
as street sweepers and paving dirt roads, there is no benefit for CO, NOx, or VOCs.  Mr. Giles stated
that there are also projects in the report that do not have PM-10 benefits such as Freeway Management
System projects and Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) projects.  He added that the reason for this
is that as speeds increase, there is no change in the PM-10 emissions.  Mr. Giles indicated that the air
quality benefits for PM-2.5 have not been calculated in the CMAQ Annual Report since the region is
in attainment for that pollutant. 

Ms. Arnst inquired if the project amount column includes the CMAQ dollars or the total amount of
the project.  Mr. Giles responded that the project amount column represents CMAQ dollars.  Ms. Arnst
noted that there are twelve projects in the CMAQ Annual Report costing $10.8 million, each of which
received only one kilogram per day of PM-10 reduction.  She added that ADEQ prefers that the most
cost effective PM-10 reduction projects be funded out of this pot of money at least until the region
attains the standard since the region is still in the five percent per year situation.  Mr. Berry commented
on bike projects versus air quality projects and stated that we need to think more carefully about our
priorities.  He added that the problem is that there is nothing that states CMAQ funds must be spent
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on air quality projects.  Mr. Berry indicated that he thinks the Committee members believe that air
quality and public health should be the top priority.  He mentioned that the Committee should continue
to send a strong message that it does not make sense to complete some of these other projects as long
as there are air quality issues.  Ms. Bauer stated that the Regional Transportation Plan has an allocation
for paving unpaved roads which is a PM-10 measure.  She added that the PM-10 street sweepers are
also funded with CMAQ funds.  Ms. Bauer indicated that both of these measures are direct PM-10
measures that are in the plans and funded with CMAQ funds.  She mentioned that the Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement funds are intended to be for transportation control measures
that have air quality benefits.  Ms. Bauer commented that the funds have to be spent on projects with
air quality benefits and congestion benefits in order to be eligible for the funding.  Ms. Bauer stated
that the measures with the biggest impact on the PM-10 problem are the unpaved road projects and
street sweepers. 

Mr. Berry inquired why traffic flow improvement projects do not have any PM-10 benefit.  Mr. Giles
indicated the methodology for calculating the traffic flow improvement projects results in no PM-10
emissions benefit.  He added that there are usually VOC benefits as speed is increased; however, with
regard to CO and NOx, there may be some disbenefit associated with the project.  Mr. Berry inquired
about tailpipe emissions for PM-10.  Mr. Giles replied that a very small amount of PM-10 benefit is
associated with tailpipe emissions.  Ms. Bauer added that tailpipe emissions for PM-10 are
approximately one percent and this is the reason why the numbers are not shown.  

Mr. Gibbs commented that at the Maricopa County forum, the possibility of CMAQ dollars for water
trucks was mentioned.  He stated that this would be a good idea and inquired if there are any obstacles
to using CMAQ funds for purchasing water trucks.  Mr. Giles responded that MAG will research the
question and check with the Federal Highway Administration.

Jeannette Fish, Maricopa County Farm Bureau, commented on the negative figures shown on pages
four, five and six of the annual report.  She inquired if the figures indicate that the amount of carbon
monoxide increases.  Mr. Giles responded that is correct.  He added that the CO and NOx portions
begin increasing as speed increases with the ITS projects.  

Mr. Berry inquired if there is a report indicating that everything committed to was built.  Mr. Giles
responded that the Committee typically reviews projects proposed for funding.  He added that in some
cases projects drop out after they have been proposed and added to the Transportation Improvement
Program.  He mentioned that the projects that get dropped go back to the Transportation Review
Committee.  Mr. Berry asked who would verify that a project has been completed.  Mr. Giles
responded that MAG receives reports from ADOT on how funds have been expended.  Beverly
Chenausky, ADOT, responded that the agencies will not get funding if they do not have receipts or
proof that they have spent that money.  She noted that it is a reimbursement program.  Ms. Chenausky
added that ADOT has recourse to get its money back if the agency requesting the funds does not build
the project with the funds.

8. Call for Future Agenda Items

Mr. Bowers proposed that there be a regular update on successful completion and results of the
projects.  Ms. Chenausky stated that some of the projects that have negative benefits were allowed
funding through the Federal Highway Administration since the CMAQ program is federally funded.
She added that projects such as safety improvements, which really have no air quality benefits, may
be eligible for congestion and other purposes.  Ms. Chenausky indicated that the issue may be better
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addressed to the Federal Highway Administration as it implements its new Federal Highway
Transportation Funding Bill.  She commented that by adding so many categories that are eligible for
CMAQ funding, it waters down the actual benefit for air quality.  She mentioned that it would be
useful to collaborate with the federal partners and develop an approach that will direct money toward
PM-2.5 and PM-10, which is not within the program, and to quit making minute projects eligible for
this funding. 

Mr. Berry stated that the Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee has had a great deal of influence
and input on prioritizing the project list and the recommendations have had a lot of weight as the
projects move forward.  He added that there should be another filter in the process.  Mr. Berry
mentioned that the modal committees have constituency groups that develop the projects that are
ultimately presented to the Committee for consideration.  Mr. Berry inquired whether there should be
an air quality constituency group that would be able to put air quality projects into the process.  He
added that this may help make sure that the air quality projects rise to the top.  

Mr. Kross referred to the comments made by Ms. Chenausky and indicated that MAG has an active
legislative affairs division.  He also mentioned the Congressional Delegation.  Ms. Chenausky stated
that the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) group is also
recommending to add climate change projects to this pot of money.  She indicated that all these needs
will make it more difficult to see the NAAQS benefit.  Mr. Berry commented on contacting the mayors
and city councils in terms of what projects are being brought forward by the cities. 

Ms. Bauer stated that MAG tried to get PM-10 into the CMAQ formula during the last reauthorization;
however, it was not included.  She added that ADOT and ADEQ also helped on the issue.  Ms. Bauer
indicated that the formula is still based on carbon monoxide and ozone; however, the funds can be
used for PM-10 projects.  Ms. McGennis inquired if a position paper can be developed by the
Committee stating that it recommends PM-10 be in the formula.  She noted that Chairman Oberstar
will be in town.  Mr. Kross commented on the process and stated that MAG staff can look into it for
future consideration.  Ms. Bauer added that the MAG Regional Council is the MAG decision making
body.  Ms. McGennis inquired if Committee members can make a recommendation to Chairman
Oberstar as individuals.  Mr. Kross responded yes.  

Ms. Arnst commented on the CMAQ methodology workshop.  She reminded everyone that the
reporting for measures implemented in 2008 are due in March or April.  Ms. Arnst added that the
forms have been provided electronically.  She reminded the Committee to fill out the forms.  Ms. Arnst
mentioned that ADEQ is reporting the number of website hits on pages such as leaf blower
information and off-highway vehicles.  She indicated that this is another way to show that the message
is getting out.  Ms. Arnst noted that other agencies might want to consider this information when
reporting in the comments.  Ms. Bauer commented that the forms were sent out in advance to give the
MAG member agencies and the State an opportunity to start collecting the information that will be
requested.  She asked that everyone wait to complete the forms until they are officially sent out by
MAG.  Ms. Bauer noted that there have been a couple of changes.  She added that the forms will be
sent out in March.  Ms. Bauer indicated that a workshop will be held for the implementers to talk about
the forms and ask questions.  She mentioned that MAG will be requesting the forms back in April and
a report will then be compiled. 

Mr. Kross announced that the next meeting of the Committee has been tentatively scheduled for 
March 26, 2009 at 1:30 p.m.  With no further comments, the meeting was adjourned at 2:49 p.m.
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